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Abstract
Very large eddy simulation (VLES) of the nonreacting turbulent flow in a single-element lean direct
injection (LDI) combustor has been successfully performed via the approach known as the partially
resolved numerical simulation (PRNS/VLES) using a nonlinear subscale model. The grid is the same as
the one used in a previous RANS simulation, which was considered as too coarse for a traditional LES
simulation. In this study, we first carry out a steady RANS simulation to provide the initial flow field for
the subsequent PRNS/VLES simulation. We have also carried out an unsteady RANS (URANS)
simulation for the purpose of comparing its results with that of the PRNS/VLES simulation. In addition,
these calculated results are compared with the experimental data. The present effort has demonstrated that
the PRNS/VLES approach, while using a RANS type of grid, is able to reveal the dynamically important,
unsteady large-scale turbulent structures occurring in the flow field of a single-element LDI combustor.
The interactions of these coherent structures play a critical role in the dispersion of the fuel, hence, the
mixing between the fuel and the oxidizer in a combustor.
1.0 Introduction
The lean direct injection (LDI) injector is a liquid fuel injector developed to reduce aircraft emissions.
Stable combustion is essentially completed within a short distance through rapid fuel and air mixing. This
design also allows for many small fuel injectors integrated into modules facilitating different fuel staging
strategies, such as the one shown in Figure 1. So far, experimental observations have not fully clarified
the dynamics of the mixing and combustion processes occurring in these injectors, and numerical studies
need to be conducted to achieve a better understanding of the underlying unsteady physics of the LDI
combustor.
A very large eddy simulation using PRNS (PRNS/VLES) has been carried out for the nonreacting
turbulent flow in a single element LDI combustor as the first step towards the simulation of, for example,
a 3 by 3 injector module.
PRNS/VLES is based on the concept of temporal filtering to enable a grid-independent very large
eddy simulation (Refs. 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5). In PRNS/VLES, the contents of both the resolved and
unresolved turbulence are regulated by a “resolution control parameter” (RCP), which is related to the
width of the temporal filter. At a given RCP (between 0.0 and 1.0), the resolved, very large scales of the
turbulence are directly calculated, and the effects of the unresolved scales of the turbulence are modeled
by a dynamic equation system. This approach leads to a unified simulation strategy for URANS, VLES,
and LES by varying the value of the RCP in conjunction with the use of grids which adequately support
the intended resolution contents stipulated by the selected value of the RCP.
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Figure 1.—A 9-elements LDI module.
2.0 PRNS/VLES of a Single-Element LDI Combustor
PRNS/VLES was performed for a single-element LDI combustor to study the complex unsteady
turbulent structures occurring in its flow field and to compare the calculated results with available
experimental data. The subscale model used in this simulation is the nonlinear dynamic subscale model,
which has been proven to be able to simulate flows at both low and high Reynolds numbers as well as
flows with high swirling (Ref. 5).
2.1 Grid, Initial, and Boundary Conditions
2.1.1 Grid
Figure 2 depicts the computational domain, grid spacing and a snap shot of the flow. The numerical
grid consists of unstructured hexahedral elements, and the total number of the elements is 862,000. This is
a relatively coarse grid used in a previous RANS simulation (Ref. 6). Embedded in this figure are the
instantaneous iso-surface of the zero axial velocity component colored by the effective subscale viscosity
and six instantaneous stream lines emanating from the inlet of the injector, going through the converging-
diverging nozzle, then passing through the combustion chamber. Figure 2 is a snapshot taken at the
instant of the 90,000 time step.
2.1.2 Initial and Boundary Conditions
The initial flow field for the present PRNS/VLES simulation is the solution of a steady RANS
simulation (see Section 4.0), and no extra random fluctuations are imposed. At the upstream inlet, the
axial velocity, the temperature and the density are specified according to the experimental condition
(Ref. 7). The outlet boundary condition facilitates the convection of pressure disturbances out of the
computational domain (Ref. 4). A generalized wall function (Ref. 8) is applied to all of the wall
boundaries.
2.1.3 Numerical Setting
The National Combustion Code (NCC, Ref. 9) is used in this study to perform PRNS/VLES. When
conducting numerical simulations, it is always critical to try to minimize the artificially added numerical
dissipations as long as the numerical stability can be maintained. For the present simulation, the following
numerical parameters are set in the NCC code: the coefficient of the 2nd order dissipation = 0.0, the
coefficient of the 4th order dissipation = 0.01, the initial gauge pressure pg = 0.0, the physical time-step =
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Figure 2.—Computational domain, grid spacing and a snap shot of the flow.
1.0E-06(s), the CFL number for the pseudo time iteration = 1.0, the convergence order for the pseudo
time iteration = 2.0 or higher, and all of the residual smoothing parameters are 0.0.
In view of the grid resolution afforded by the present, relatively coarse grid, the value of RCP is set to
0.45. A more detailed discussion on the selection of the value of RCP can be found in Reference 5.
2.2 Numerical Results
The results of the present very large eddy simulation clearly demonstrate the presence of two
interacting large scale turbulent structures in the flow field of the singe-element LDI combustor, namely,
the precessing vortex core (PVC) and the vortex breakdown bubble (VBB). To illustrate the temporal
variation of the flow field, the calculated instantaneous velocity profiles at 10 different instants (5000
time-steps apart) are shown, along with the experimentally determined time-mean profiles.
2.2.1 Contour Plots of Axial Velocity and Subscale k in the Center Plane
Figures 3 and 4 are the instantaneous contours of axial velocity u and subscale turbulent kinetic
energy k in the center plane at the time-step of 90,000. Figure 3 shows that the strong recirculation zone
has extended through the dump plane of the combustion chamber right up into the neighborhood of the
injector tip which is located at the nozzle throat. Figure 4 shows that the subscale turbulent kinetic energy
has high values inside the nozzle and in the neighborhood of the dump plane.
2.2.2 Contour Plots of Axial Velocity at the Combustor’s Inlet and Outlet
Figure 5 is the instantaneous contour of the axial velocity at the dump plane of the combustion
chamber, which indicates a strong upstream flow near the center. Figure 6 is the instantaneous contour of
the axial velocity at the exit plane. In the center region, the axial velocity is lower due to the flow swirling.
2.2.3 Instantaneous PVC and VBB
The dominant flow structures in the LDI combustor can be best visualized via the iso-surface of the
zero axial velocity and the iso-surface of a relatively low pressure (Ref. 10). The iso-surface of the zero
axial velocity is also known as the vortex breakdown bubble (VBB). The iso-surface of a sufficiently low
pressure captures the precessing vortex core (PVC). Figures 7 and 8 are the snap shots taken from two
different angles. Figure 7 is a side view and Figure 8 is a perspective view. In these figures, the dark blue
region is a vortex core, which is formed near the nozzle throat and extends into the combustor chamber.
This spiraling vortex core rotates and breaks, it changes randomly in space and time. Embedded in these
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Figure 8.—PVC and VBB (a perspective view).
^Str
Figure 3.—Contour of axial velocity at center plane.	 Figure 4.—Contour of k at center plane.
Figure 5.—Axial velocity at the dump plane. 	 Figure 6.—Axial velocity at the exit plane.
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figures is an instantaneous stream line, which starts from the inlet of the injector and goes through a
complex, seemingly random path in the combustor chamber. This stream line spirals around the dark blue
surface indicating that the dark blue region is indeed a vortex core. The light green surfaces are the iso-
surfaces of the zero axial velocity. In addition to the VBB, there are some small structures near the dump
plane and in the corner region. It is very reasonable to expect that the dynamics of the PVC and the VBB,
as well as their interactions, are critical to the fuel-air mixing and the flame stability in the LDI
combustors.
2.2.4 Centerline Axial Velocity Profile
The instantaneous axial velocity profiles along the centerline from the nozzle throat (x = 0) to the exit
of the combustor at ten different instants (5000 time-steps apart) are shown in Figure 9. The
experimentally determined time-mean distribution is also given for reference. Figure 10 is an enlarged
view near the dump plane of the chamber, which clearly shows significant variations of axial velocity
component near the dump plane, and even much larger fluctuations in the upstream locations. This is
consistent with the reported experimental observation that, close to the dump plane, the turbulent
fluctuations are quite large.
2.2.5 Distribution of Axial Velocity Along the y-axis at Downstream Locations
The distributions of the axial velocity along the y-axis (i.e., z = 0) at several downstream locations
(x = 3, 6, 9, 12, 15, and 90 mm) are presented for 10 different instants and compared with the
experimental mean values. Figures 11, 12, and 13 clearly indicate that the turbulent fluctuations are quite
large near the dump plane of the combustion chamber, and the fluctuations are quickly reduced towards
downstream, as shown in Figures 14, 15, and 16. In addition, the largest turbulent fluctuations are off the
centerline, somewhere between the centerline and the wall, which were also observed in the experimental
studies.
2.2.6 Distribution of v, w Velocity Components Along the y-axis at Downstream Locations
The distributions of the other two velocity components v and w along the y-axis (i.e., z = 0) at several
downstream locations (x = 3, 6, 9, 12, 15, and 90 mm) are shown for 10 different instants and compared
with the experimental mean values in Figures 17 to 28. Again, these figures clearly indicate that the
turbulent fluctuations are larger near the dump plane of the combustor chamber, and the fluctuations are
quickly reduced towards downstream. The strongest turbulent fluctuations are found off the centerline,
somewhere between the centerline and the wall.
Figure 9.—Centerline axial velocity profile.
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Figure 10.—Axial velocity near dump plane.
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Figure 20.—Velocity component v at x = 12 mm.
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Figure 21.—Velocity component v at x = 15 mm
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Figure 22.—Velocity component v at x = 90 mm.
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Figure 27.—Velocity component w at x = 15 mm
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Figure 28.—Velocity component w at x = 90 mm.
NASA/TM—2009-215644	 8
2.3 Concluding Remarks
The numerical results presented above demonstrate that the very large eddy simulation of a complex
turbulent flow in a single-element LDI combustor can be realized through the approach of PRNS/VLES
using a coarse grid normally used in a RANS simulation. The dynamical behavior of the captured PVC
and VBB is essentially the same as that revealed by a LES simulation that used about 2.2 millions grid
points (Ref. 10). The 10 realizations of the instantaneous flow fields (5,000 time-steps apart) presented in
Figures 11 to 28 closely fluctuate around the experimentally determined mean values, suggesting that
PRNS/VLES results are also quantitatively meaningful.
3.0 URANS of a Single-Element LDI Combustor
An unsteady RANS (URANS) simulation is also performed for a single-element LDI combustor to
elucidate the differences between the PRNS/VLES, the URANS and the RANS. In URANS, the
turbulence model used is the nonlinear RANS model, but the temporal evolution of the flow field is
calculated in a time-accurate manner, just like the PRNS/VLES.
3.1 Grid, Initial, and Boundary Conditions
The same computational domain and grid distribution shown in Figure 2 is used for the present
URANS simulation. The boundary conditions are also the same as those used in the PRNS/VLES
simulation (see Section 2.1.2). However, the initial condition for the URANS is a static flow field (an
initial condition used for RANS in Section 4.0), i.e., the velocity is zero everywhere except for the
upstream inflow boundary.
3.2 Numerical Results
When the value of the resolution control parameter RCP is 1.0, the PRNS/VLES equations become
exactly the Reynolds averaged Navier-Stokes equations, and the subscale model of the PRNS/VLES
becomes the traditional Reynolds stress model (see e.g., Ref. 5). Therefore, the result obtained by running
PRNS/VLES with RCP = 1.0 is an URANS solution. Furthermore, the numerical setting in the NCC may
be adjusted to reflect this change in the resolution content, i.e., we are now just dealing with the unsteady
mean quantities of the turbulent flow, not including their fluctuations.
In the present URANS simulation, the following numerical parameters are set in the NCC code: the
coefficient of the 2nd order dissipation = –0.02, the coefficient of the 4th order dissipation = 0.06, the
initial gauge pressure pg = 0.0, the physical time-step = 1.0E-04(s), the CFL number for the pseudo time
iteration = 1.0, the convergence order for the pseudo time iteration = 1.0 or higher, and all of the residual
smoothing parameters are 0.0.
The temporal evolution of the calculated flow field reaches the asymptotic steady state at about the
50,000th time step. To verify the steadiness, the time accurate integration has been continued to the
90,000th time step; very little changes in the solutions have been observed.
3.2.1 Contour Plots of Axial Velocity and Turbulent Kinetic Energy in the Center Plane
Figures 29 and 30 are the contours of the axial velocity u and the turbulent kinetic energy k in the
center plane. They are the snap shots taken at the time step 90,000. Figure 29 shows a steady recirculation
zone extending through the dump plane of the combustion chamber into the upstream nozzle throat.
Figure 30 shows that, in the diverging nozzle and near the dump plane, the turbulent kinetic energy k is
quite high.
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Figure 29.—Contour of axial velocity in center plane.	 Figure 30.—Contour of k in center plane.
Figure 31.—Axial velocity at dump plane of combustor.	 Figure 32.—Axial velocity at exit plane.
3.2.2 Contour Plots of Axial Velocity at the Combustor’s Inlet and Outlet
Figure 31 is the contour of the axial velocity at the dump plane, which shows an asymmetric
distribution of the axial velocity and a strong reverse flow off the center. Figure 32 is the contour of the
axial velocity at the exit plane. The lower axial velocity region around the center is typical for flow with
swirling.
3.2.3 PVC and VBB
For the purpose of comparing the characteristic flow structures captured by the URANS simulation
with that captured by the PRNS/VLES simulation, we keep using the term PVC for the iso-surface of a
relatively low pressure, and the term VBB for the iso-surface of the zero axial velocity, even now these
URANS structures are time invariant. Figure 33 presents the side view, and Figure 34 presents the
perspective view. In these figures, the “PVC” is a short blue stick, its location and shape do not change
with the time, and it does not line up with the centerline of the nozzle. This may explain why the
distribution of the axial velocity at the dump plane is asymmetric. The VBB is the light green surface,
which is quite smooth and, by and large, axisymmetric. It is the familiar central recirculation zone (CRZ).
3.2.4 Centerline Axial Velocity Profile
In Figure 35, the axial velocity profile along the centerline from the nozzle throat (x = 0) to the exit of
the combustor is shown for two different time steps (50,000 and 90,000). The results are essentially the
same for these two different instants, indicating that the URANS solution has reached the asymptotic
steady state. Near the dump plane, the calculated values appreciably deviate from the experimentally
determined mean value.
NASA/TM—2009-215644	 10
Figure 33.—PVC and VBB (side view). 	 Figure 34.—PVC and VBB (a perspective view).
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Figure 35.—Centerline axial velocity profile.
3.2.5 Distribution of Axial Velocity Along the y-axis at Downstream Locations
The distributions of the axial velocity along the y-axis (i.e., z = 0) at several downstream locations
(x = 3, 6, 9, 12, 15, and 90 mm) are presented for two different time steps (50,000 and 90,000), they are
also compared with the experimental mean values. Again, the differences between the numerical results at
the 50,000 and the 90,000 time step are small. Figures 36 and 37 clearly indicate that, close to the dump
plane, the calculated results and the experimental results do not agree well with each other. Further
downstream, the agreement is reasonably well (Figs. 38 to 41).
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Figure 36.—Axial velocity at x = 3 mm.
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Figure 38.—Axial velocity at x = 9 mm.
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Figure 37.—Axial velocity at x = 6 mm.
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Figure 39.—Axial velocity at x = 12 mm.
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Figure 40.—Axial velocity at x = 15 mm
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Figure 41.—Axial velocity at x = 90 mm.
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3.2.6 Distribution of v, w Velocity Components Along the y-axis at Downstream Locations
The distributions of the other two velocity components v and w along the y-axis (i.e., z = 0) at several
downstream locations (x = 3, 6, 9, 12, 15, and 90 mm) are presented for two different time steps (50,000
and 90,000). They also are compared with the experimental mean values. Again, the differences between
the numerical results at the 50,000 and the 90,000 time steps are small. Figures 42 and 48 clearly indicate
the appreciable disagreement between the URANS results and the experimental data. Figures 43 to 47 and
49 to 53 indicate that, further downstream, the agreement is reasonably good.
--	 -0.02	 -0.01	 0	 0.01	 0.02
Y(m)
Figure 42.—Velocity component v at x = 3 mm
--	 -0.02	 -0.01	 0	 0.01	 0.02
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Figure 43.—Velocity component v at x = 6 mm.
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Figure 44.—Velocity component v at x = 9 mm
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Figure 45.—Velocity component v at x = 12 mm.
NASA/TM—2009-215644	 13
100
80
60
40
20
0
-20
-40
-60
Figure 46.—Velocity component v at x = 15 mm.
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Figure 47.—Velocity component v at x = 90 mm.
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Figure 48.—Velocity component w at x = 3 mm
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Figure 49.—Velocity component w at x = 6 mm.
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Figure 50.—Velocity component w at x = 9 mm
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Figure 51.—Velocity component w at x = 12 mm.
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Figure 52.—Velocity component w at x = 15 mm	 Figure 53.—Velocity component w at x = 90 mm.
3.3 Concluding Remarks
The URANS results presented above demonstrate that the steady solution of the mean turbulent flow
exists. For URANS simulation, a larger numerical time step (10 times larger than the one used in
PRNS/VLES) is adopted because, by its nature, it does not directly deal with the high frequency motions.
The convergence order for the residuals of the pseudo time iteration is set to be one or one and half. This
seems to be an optimal value, given the asymptotic convergence rate and the computing time consumed.
4.0 RANS of a Single-Element LDI Combustor
A steady RANS simulation has been carried out for a single-element LDI combustor to provide the
initial flow field for performing the PRNS/VLES simulation presented in Section 2.0. The turbulence
model is the nonlinear RANS model; the steady solution is obtained through a pseudo time iteration
scheme, which is not time accurate.
4.1 Grid, Initial, and Boundary Conditions
The same computational domain and grid distribution shown in Figure 2 is used for the RANS
simulation. At the inlet, the inflow velocity, the temperature and the density are specified. At the outflow
boundary, the static pressure is imposed. The generalized wall function is applied to the solid wall
boundaries. The initial condition is simply a static flow field.
4.2 Numerical Results
In the present RANS simulation, the following numerical parameters are set in the NCC code: the
coefficient of the 2nd order dissipation = –0.01, the coefficient of the 4th order dissipation = 0.05, the
initial gauge pressure pg = 0.0, the CFL number for the pseudo time iteration = 2.0, the tolerance for the
mass imbalance = 1.0E-04, and all of the residual smoothing parameters are 0.0.
It takes about 150,000 iterations to reach the asymptotically converged state. Nevertheless, an
additional 15,000 iterations are executed to insure that the specified mass imbalance tolerance is indeed
met.
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4.2.1 Contour Plots of Axial Velocity and Turbulent Kinetic Energy in the Center Plane
Figures 54 and 55 are the contours of the axial velocity u and the turbulent kinetic energy k in a
center plane. They are the snapshots at the iteration number of 150,000. Figure 54 reveals a steady
recirculation zone, which also extends into the upstream of the dump plane of the chamber. Figure 55
shows that higher turbulent kinetic energy k is concentrated in the diverging nozzle and near the dump
plane. We also notice that the RANS value of the turbulent kinetic energy is about an order of magnitude
higher than the instantaneous subscale turbulent kinetic energy from the PRNS/VLES simulation, as
expected.
4.2.2 Contour Plots of Axial Velocity at the Combustor’s Inlet and Outlet
Figure 56 is the contour of the axial velocity at the dump plane. Similar to the one predicted by the
URANS simulation, it also reveals an asymmetric distribution of the axial velocity and a strong reverse
flow off the center. Figure 57 is the contour of the axial velocity at the exit plane. A lower axial velocity
region around the center is observed, which is typical for flows with swirling.
Figure 54.—Contour of axial velocity in center plane. Figure 55.—Contour of k in center plane.
Figure 56.—Axial velocity at the dump plane.	 Figure 57.—Axial velocity at the exit plane.
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Figure 58.—PVC and VBB (side view). 	 Figure 59.—PVC and VBB (a perspective view).
Figure 60.—Centerline axial velocity profile.
4.2.3 PVC and VBB
For the purpose of comparing the characteristic flow structures captured by the RANS simulation
with that captured by the PRNS/VLES or URANS simulations, we keep using the term PVC for the iso-
surface of a relatively low pressure, and the term VBB for the iso-surface of the zero axial velocity, even
now these RANS structures are time invariant. Figures 58 and 59 are the views from two different angles,
one is the side view and the other is a perspective view. In these figures, the “PVC” is a short blue stick,
its location and shape do not change with the time, and it does not line up with the centerline of the nozzle.
This may explain why the distribution of the axial velocity at the dump plane is asymmetric. The VBB is
the light green surface, which is quite smooth and, by and large, axisymmetric. It is the familiar central
recirculation zone (CRZ).
4.2.4 Centerline Axial Velocity Profile
The axial velocity distribution along the centerline from the nozzle throat (x = 0) to the exit of the
combustor at the iteration number 150,000 is compared with the experimental mean data (Fig. 60). The
agreement is reasonable.
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Figure 62.—Axial velocity at x = 6 mm.
4.2.5 Distribution of Axial Velocity Along the y-axis at Downstream Locations
The distributions of the axial velocity along the y-axis (i.e., z = 0) at several downstream locations
(x = 3, 6, 9, 12, 15, and 90 mm) are presented for the iteration number 150,000, also included are the
experimentally determined mean values. Figures 61 and 62 clearly indicate the mismatching between the
RANS results and the experimental data. Further downstream, the agreements become reasonable
(Figs. 63 to 66).
4.2.6 Distribution of v, w Velocity Components Along the y-axis at Downstream Locations
The distributions of the other two velocity components v and w along the y-axis (i.e., z = 0) at several
downstream locations (x = 3, 6, 9, 12, 15, and 90 mm) are presented for the iteration number 150,000,
also included are the experimentally determined mean values. Figures 67 and 73 clearly indicate the
mismatching between the RANS results and the experimental data, the agreement become reasonable in
further downstream (Figs. 68 to 72 and 74 to 78).
-40, -0.02	 -0,01	 0	 0.01	 0.02
Y(m)
Figure 61.—Axial velocity at x = 3 mm
Figure 63.—Axial velocity at x = 9 mm. Figure 64.—Axial velocity at x = 12 mm.
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Figure 67.—Velocity component v at x = 3 mm
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Figure 68.—Velocity component v at x = 6 mm.
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Figure 69.—Velocity component v at x = 9 mm
-40	
-0.02	 -0,01	 0	 0.01	 0.02
Y(m)
Figure 70.—Velocity component v at x = 12 mm.
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Figure 65.—Axial velocity at x = 15 mm
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Figure 66.—Axial velocity at x = 90 mm.
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NASA/TM—2009-215644	 19
40'
	
-002	 -001	 0	 0.01	 0.02
Y(m)
Figure 71.—Velocity component v at x = 15 mm
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Figure 72.—Velocity component v at x = 90 mm.
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Figure 73.—Velocity component w at x = 3 mm
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Figure 74.—Velocity component w at x = 6 mm.
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Figure 75.—Velocity component w at x = 9 mm
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Figure 76.—Velocity component w at x = 12 mm.
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Figure 77.—Velocity component w at x = 15 mm.	 Figure 78.—Velocity component w at x = 90 mm.
4.3 Concluding Remarks
The RANS simulation is performed to provide an initial condition for the PRNS/VLES simulation
presented in Section 2.0. Nevertheless, the RANS results presented in this section indicate that the steady
solution is quite meaningful when comparing with the experimental mean values, except for some
mismatching near the dump plane of the combustion chamber. The unsteady PVC and VBB turbulent
structures observed in PRNS/VLES are now degenerated into a steady, short vortex core and a steady,
center recirculation zone; respectively. The level of the turbulent kinetic energy predicted by the present
RANS simulation is consistent with our expectation, which is about an order of magnitude larger than the
subscale turbulent kinetic energy predicted by PRNS/VLES. The steady RANS solution is obtained with a
CPU time which is about 15 to 20 times less than the CPU time required by PRNS/VLES or URANS
(assuming the number of time steps run is 45,000 to 60,000).
It is noted here that the convergence criterion for reaching the steady RANS solution is the specified
tolerance of the mass imbalance. In the present RANS simulation, we have observed that, after a certain
number of pseudo iterations, the residual level reaches a plateau, and the value of the residual is only
reduced by about 50 percent, when compared with its initial value. This is far from the two or three orders
of magnitude reduction obtained in the PRNS/VLES simulation. The reason for this problem is under
investigation. One possibility is the attempt of using a steady approach to simulate a flow which contains
intrinsically unsteady, large scale structures. However, for the purpose of providing an initial condition
for PRNS/VLES, the present RANS simulation should be adequate.
5.0 Summary
Numerical simulations of the non-reacting flow in a single-element LDI combustor have been carried
out using the RANS, URANS and PRNS/VLES approaches and the same computational domain and grid
distribution.
The steady RANS solution is used as the initial condition for the PRNS/VLES simulation. The
URANS simulation is performed to explore whether or not appreciable unsteadiness exist in the turbulent
mean flow. The answer is no for the present case, because the URNAS simulation evolves towards a
steady state.
The PRNS/VLES simulation using a nonlinear subscale model has been successfully carried out. The
numerical results are in reasonable agreement with the experimental data. They also have clearly revealed
the dynamically important large scale turbulent structures occurring in the LDI configurations: the
precessing vortex core (PVC) and the vortex breaks down bubble (VBB). These results have
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demonstrated that the PRNS/VLES approach with the nonlinear subscale model is capable of capturing
the large or very large turbulent flow structures with a RANS type of grid.
The present study suggests that, for a turbulent flow in a complex geometry, it is worthwhile to
conduct the RANS simulation, because it can relatively quickly generate a global view of the mean field
of the turbulent flow. In many cases, this is probably sufficient for the application in mind. However, if
the flow itself clearly exhibits large scale unsteadiness, and/or mixing process is of major interest, then we
must further carry out the PRNS/VLES using the RANS solution as the initial condition.
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